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--RESIST--
January-February, 1979 - 324 Somerville Ave., Somerville, MA 02143 # 128 
a call to resist illegitimate authority 
DEFEND THE 
WASHINGTON ELEVEN! 
On September 4, 1978, eleven members of the War 
Resisters League stepped from the White House visitors' 
line onto the lawn and unfurled a banner which showed 
the words: NO NUCLEAR WEAPONS - NO 
NUCLEAR POWER, USA OR USSR. 
At almost the same time seven other Americans 
unfurled their banner in Moscow's Red Square. It bore 
a similar message in Russian. 
Both groups of demonstrators, of course, were 
quickly arrested. While those in Moscow were quickly 
released, however, the Washington demonstrators were 
not so lucky. They were booked on the charge of 
unlawful entry, and jailed for 30 hours. At their trial, 
which lasted for more than a week, they were denied the 
opportunity to raise the political issues involved, and 
were convicted on narrow legal grounds. They now face 
a possible sentence of six months in jail and a $100 fine. 
THE BACKGROUND 
The story begins with the ill-fated Special Session on 
Disarmament of the United Nations - held in New 
York in late Sprint, 1978. This was the first time in the 
history of the UN that it had met to deal directly with 
the arms race. Two days before the Special Session 
opened more than ten thousand people rallied in its 
support in Hollywood Bowl, and a day later, to under-
line the urgency of the problem, thousands demon-
strated at the Trident submarine base near Seattle, 
where nearly three hundred were arrested for civil dis-
obedience. On May 27th, during the first week of the 
Special Session, 15,000 people gathered in Dag Ham-
marskjold Plaza near the UN to demand action on 
disarmament. 
There was no action. Concerned about the failure of 
the United States to take any leadership on the dis-
armament issue, WRL organized and Mobilization for 
Survial sponsored the dramatic Sit-In For Survival at 
the U.S. Mission to the UN. The date was June 12th and 
more than 400 were arrested for nonviolent civil dis-
obedience. 
During the summer WRL evaluated the failure of any 
major power to take significant action, and recognized 
the need to make clear to the Soviet Union that "social-
(continucd on page 2) 
THE HIDDEN WAR 
IN EAST TIMOR 
NOAM CHOMSKY 
The following statement was read by Noam Chomsky 
before the General Assembly's Colonialism Committee 
at the United Nations on December 1. He shows how 
the U.S. sustained Indonesia's three-year war effort 
against the former Portuguese colony of East Timor. 
Despite ample evidence of Indonesian atrocities against 
the Timorese people - with U.S. complicity -
Chomsky shows how the U.S. media has consistently 
censured news reporis which conflict with U.S. interests 
in Southeast Asia. 
My primary concern is not Southeast Asia but rather 
the Western industrial societies, particularly my own 
country, the United States: its foreign policy, the 
domestic matrix in which this policy arises and the ways 
it is interpreted in journalism and scholarship. In this 
context I have become much concerned over the years 
with the impact of American policy on Southeast Asia 
and other regions. I have strenuously opposed certain 
basic elements of this policy, and believe that it is often 
seriously misrepresented at home, a matter of consider-
able significance, since such misrepresentation facili-
tates the pursuit of dangerous and harmful programs 
without the constraints that an informed public opinion 
might, and sometimes does impose. 
On December 7 1975, Indonesian military forces 
invaded East Timor, capturing the capital city of Dili, 
the first major step in a war of aggression that has 
repeatedly been condemned by the United Nations but 
that still continues without respite. The United States 
surely knew of the impending invasion, which had been 
widely forecast in the international press, was expected 
by Australia and took place immediately after the 
departure of President Gerald Ford and Henry Kissinger 
from a visit to Jakarta, where Kissinger had pointedly 
told newsmen that "the United States understands 
Indonesia's position on the question" of Timor. 
Although Indonesia has effectively sealed off East 
Timor from the outside world, refusing entry even to 
the International Red Cross, nevertheless reports have 
filtered through indicating that there have been massive 
(continued on page 3) 
Washington protestors ttnfurl banner In front of the White House. From left: Van Zwisohn, Grace Paley, 
Ralph DiGia, Cathy Carson, Gail Bederman, Warren Hoskins, Ed Hedemann, Karen Malpede and Glenn 
Pontier. Also arrested, but not pictured, were Li nee~ Capps Lacefield . and Karl Bissinger. Photo by Karl 
Blssinger. 
ist nuclear weapons" were as dangerous to human sur-
vival as "capitalist nuclear weapons." It was decided to 
send a team to Moscow to demonstrate in Red Square 
and, to underline that this action was not anti-Soviet, 
but directed against all nuclear powers, to hold a simul-
taneous demonstration at the White House. 
Operating under the code name "Midwife," plans 
were made by Jerry Coffin, Scott Herrick (who had 
been one of those who walked from San Francisco to 
Moscow in 1961) and Patrick Lacefield for a group of 
WRL members to travel to the Soviet Union, ostensibly 
as tourists. On the afternoon of September 1 the group 
left New York City on an Aeroflot jet. 
The seven were housed at the Hotel National, a lovely 
pre-revolutionary hotel directly facing Red Square and 
the Kremlin. On September 4, at 5 p.m. the seven, 
carrying the Russian-language banner in a hand bag, 
and Russian-language leaflets, arrived separately at 
GUM Dept. store, on the one side of Red Square and 
immediately moved into Red Square, unfurled the 
banner and began handing out leaflets only a hundred 
yards from Lenin's tomb. 
Plain clothes police, running from all directions, tore 
the banner down less than 30 seconds after it had been 
raised. (It said in Russian "USA-USSR DISARM!"). 
The pacifists handing out leaflets were arrested and the 
plain clothes agents scurried to pick up the leaflets that 
had been tossed high into the air. Four of the seven were 
taken away immediately by police. Three pacifists were 
left standing in the Square, their banner torn down, and 
they began loudly to call out "Mir Y Druzba" (Peace 
and Friendship) to the Russians standing in the Square 
until uniformed police arrived and firmly urged them to 
leave. 
Having been warned by Western correspondents in 
Moscow that "at best" they would be deported imme-
diately, and "probably" would be held in jail for some 
time, the "Moscow Seven" had entered Red Square 
with considerable fear. None of them spoke Russian. 
They felt, in that moment in the late afternoon as a light 
rain fell, very much alone. But the fears proved ground-
less. By 7 p.m. all seven were reunited, the police having 
released the four they had briefly detained. 
Meanwhile, some thousands of miles to the West, t4e 
events of September 4 had taken a different turn. The 
·Washington D.C. group of eleven had gotten into the 
tourist line at the White House and, at 10 a.m. (the same 
time of the Red Square action seven time zones to the 
East), stepped out of the line and walked onto the lawn 
directly in front of the White House, unfurling a banner 
and distributing lea~ets identical in text to those being 
handed out at that instant in Moscow. The Secret 
Service was caught completely by surprise and it was 
several minutes before the banner was taken down and 
the leafleting stopped. 
Moscow demonstrators display banner reading "USA and USSR: Disarm Now!" before leaving for the Soviet 
Union. _Frqm left:_ Jerry Coffi!", Norll)a ~cker, Scott Herrick, Craig Simpson. OP.~d McReynolds, Patrick 
Lacefield, and·Steve Sumerford. Photo~ Karl Bissinger. 
Timor (continued from page I) 
atrocities, with estimates by neutral or even pro-
Indonesian observers of 50,000-100,000 slaughtered, 
roughly 10 percent of the population. The evidence 
compares very well in credibility with what is available 
concerning other areas of the world closed to direct 
investigation where atrocities have been alleged. Yet, 
the American press - indeed, the Western press quite 
generally - has evaded the issue or has, with rare 
exceptions, adhered closely to the position of Indonesia 
and the U.S. government, a position that was succinctly 
expressed by Congressperson J. Herbert Burke, ranking 
minority member of the House subcommittee on Asian 
and Pacific Affairs, when he wrote that "it is in all our 
interests to bury the Timor issue quickly and com-
pletely." 
U.S. GOVERNMENT AND PRESS 
CONCEAL MASSACRES 
At every crucial point, the U.S. government, with the 
press trailing loyally in its wake, has denied or concealed 
the atrocities committed by its Indonesian ally and has 
taken the position that whatever minor improper actions 
may have occurred in the past, it is now a matter of 
history and no useful purpose is served by questioning 
Indonesian control of East Timor. The effect has been 
that the United States and its allies have been able to 
take part in massacres and repression in East Timor by 
providing Indonesia with the material support it requires 
to carry on its continuing war of aggression and ideo-
logical support that enables it to do so virtually in 
secret. Again, I want to stress the significance of press 
complicity in these atrocities, unknown to a public that 
might be sufficiently aroused by the facts so as to 
prevent the governments of the industrial democracies 
from making their decisive contribution to what 
Shepard Forman, an anthropologist who worked in 
Timor, described in Congressional Hearings as "anni-
hilation of simple people." I want to stress as well that 
this is not ancient history. Only a few weeks ago 
Canberra Times reported that a group of Australians 
who entered Dili Harbor in a disabled yacht saw 
"frigates, patrol boats, barges crammed with Indo-
nesian soldiers, and heard many aircraft and heli-
copters," heard explosions in the distance, and "were 
left without doubts that Dili was still a war zone." The 
Indonesian effort to suppress the independence move-
ment of East Timor continues, with the support of the 
industrial democracies. The whole affair has great 
import well beyond Timor. 
According to the recent UNESCO declaration on 
news organizations, the mass media throughout the 
world "contributes effectively to promoting human 
rights, in particular by giving expression to oppressed 
peoples who struggle against colonialism, neo-
colonialism, foreign occupation and all forms of racial 
discrimination and oppression and who are unable to 
make their voices heard within their own territories." 
The example of East Timor is one of the many that 
show how far that vision is from reality. The submis-
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siveness of the media has left the aeneral P'tblic w•ware 
of the massacres in East Timor and of the direct 
complicity of the United States and its allies in them. 
Thus far from giving expression to oppressed peoples, 
the mass media in the rich and developed countries 
participate effectively in continuing oppression and 
major violations of human rights. 
FRETILIN WINS VICTORY 
East Timor had never been included within the colo-
nial or post-colonial boundaries of Indonesia and as 
Forman points out, "Indo-Javanese and Islamic in-
fluences barely can be noted." After World War II, he 
observed, mountain people "have proclaimed re-
peatedly their right of self-determination" and caculy 
welcomed the steps toward independence which fc»-
lowed the 1974 Portugal revolution. As soon as Por"'Pf 
announ~ed that independonce would be granted to the 
colonies the tiny elite of Timor formed several potitical 
parties, of which the most important were the UDT and 
FRETILIN. The UN study Decoh»tizalion reports tllet 
though UDT was initially reaarded as the most infiun-
tial party, "its lack of positive policies, its associatiolu 
with the 'ancien regime,' together with its initial reluc-
tance to support the ultimate goal of full independence 
led many of the party's original followers to swing their 
support to FRETILIN which by early 1975 was generally 
considered to have become the largest party i11 the 
Territory." In August 1975 the UDT staged a coup, 
r probably with Indonesian complicity, setti1t1 off a 
bloody civil war that ended a few weeks later in a 
complete victory for FRETILIN. The UN study esti-
mated the numbers killed at 2,000-3,000 . .. . [A)lter 
reports of later Indonesian atrocities began to surface, 
[the U.S.] tried to claim that many of those killed were 
victims of the civil war. 
U.S. NEWS MANAGEMENT 
The handling of the reports by the first foreign 
visitors after the brief civil war gives a revealing insight 
into the pattern of news management that has since 
prevailed in the United States. On September 4, the New 
York Times published an account by Gerald Stone, who 
was described as ''the first reporter allowed there since 
the fighting began." The Times story was actually 
revised and excerpted from a longer report on Septe111-
ber 2 carried by the London Times. The modifications 
are instructive. 
Stone attempted to verify reports of large-scale 
destruction and atrocities, attributed primarily to 
FRETILIN by Indonesian propaganda and news cover-
age based in it, then and since. His major conclusion 
was that the reports of destruction were vastly exag-
gerated and that "many of the stories fed to the public 
in the past two weeks were not simply exaggerations; 
they were the product of a purposeful campaign to plant 
lies." He implicated the Portuguese, Indonesian and 
Australian governments in this propaganda campaign. 
In reviewing Stone's report for an American audi-
ence, the New York Times deleted his statement that 
there had been "much distortion and exaggeration" of 
the destruction and it eliminated entirely his major con-
clusion about the purposeful lies of Indonesian and 
Western propaganda. What the New York Times did 
retain was Stone's description of terrible conditions in 
FRETELIN hospitals (the Portuguese had withdrawn 
the only doctor) and maltreatment of prisoners by 
FRETILIN. The sole subheading in the article reads: 
"evidence of beating." The process of creating the 
required history advanced yet another step in the News-
week account of the edited excerpts that appeared in the 
New York Times. According to Newsweek, Stone had 
reported "devastation," "bloodshed" and FRETILIN 
atrocities, and his "dispatch supported the stories of 
many of the 4,000 ref ug~es who have already fled 
Timor." 
Note carefully the transition. A journalist visits the 
scene of reported devastation and atrocities which, he 
reports, were "filtered through the eyes of frightened 
and exhausted evacuees" or produced by Portuguese, 
Indonesian and Australian officals, all of whom "had 
reason to distrust. .. [the] national independence move-
ment with a moderate reformist program ... " He con-
cludes that the reports are vastly exaggerated, in fact; in 
large measure propaganda fabrications. After editing by 
the New York Times that eliminates his major conclu-
sion and modifies others, Newsweek concludes that he 
found that the reports were true. Thus the reading 
public is reinforced in the belief that what Newsweek 
calls "the Marxist Fretilin party" is bent on atrocities 
and that liberation movements are to be viewed with 
horror. And the stage is set for general acquiescence 
when U.S.-backed Indonesian military forces invade to 
"restore order." This pattern of news management 
persists with rare exceptions. 
U.S. MILITARY INVOLVEMENT EXPANDS 
The U.S. government claims to have suspended mili-
tary assistance to Indonesia from December 1975 to 
June 1976. Military aid during this period actually was 
above what the State Department had originally pro-
posed to Congress, and has increased since. Further-
more, at least four new offers were made during this 
period, in express contradiction to Congressional testi-
mony by representatives of the State Department and 
the Pentagon. These included supplies and parts for 
OV-10 Broncos which are, according to Cornell Univer-
sity Professor Benedict Anderson, "specially designed 
for counter-insurgency operations against adversaries 
without effective anti-aircraft weapons, and wholly 
useless for defending Indonesia against a foreign 
enemy." The professor added that this policy has 
continued under the Carter Administration. 
In Congressional testimony, the Deputy Legal Ad-
visor of the State Department, George Aldrich, con-
ceded that the Indonesians "were armed roughly 90 
percent with our equipment." He also contended that 
" . .. we really did not know very much. Maybe we did 
not want to know very much, but I gather that for a 
time we did not know." U.S. "aid suspension" was 
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secret - so secret that the Indonesian government was 
never informed of it. · 
One purpose for the continuing flow of U.S. arms, 
testified David T. Kenney, Country Officer for Indo-
nesia in the State Department before Congress, is "to 
keep that area [Timor] peaceful." Another State 
Department representative at hearings just last Febru-
ary, conceded that the conflict persists but notes "a 
certain change in the situation" in that a large number 
of people have moved from areas where they could be 
protected by the Indonesian government" - or to 
translate into plain English: have fled the merciless 
attack supplied and concealed by the U.S. government. 
Nine months after "integration," in March in 1977, 
David Kenney testified that about 200,000 of the 
650,000 people of East Timor "would be considered in 
areas under Indonesian administration" - an assess-
ment that contrasts strikingly with the government 
claim that the war was essentially over in early 1976 and 
that "Timor has effectively become a part of Indo-
nesia." Their "decision" was expressed in the fraudu-
lent "People's Council," implemented in July 1976 by 
Indonesia with U.S. support. Of course, there were still 
the two-thirds of the population who had not as yet 
been able to express their "decision" because they were 
not under Indonesian administration - or as the State 
Department explained, because they are as yet "pro-
tected" by Indonesia. 
CHRONICLE OF INDONESIAN ATROCITIES 
The Indonesian attempt to conquer East Timor has 
been a story of mounting atrocities attested by refugee 
reports, church officials and letters smuggled out of the 
country. Virtually all independent observers estimate 
the numbers slaughtered are in the range of 50,000 to 
100,000. Foreign Minister of Indonesia, Adam Malik, 
estimated the number killed as "50,000 people or per-
haps 80,000," according to the Australian Age. But, he 
added, "what does this mean if compared with 600,000 
people who want to join Indonesia." The U.S. media's 
response to Malik's admission was silence. And it has 
remained silent in light of pro-Indonesia, anti-
FRETILIN church officials from Indonesia who found 
that 500,000 people were not under Indonesian military 
control in late 1976 and that local priests estimated the 
numbers killed at 100,000. The Indonesian church offi-
cials describe a town of 5,000 that originally welcomes 
the Indonesian troops, only for some 4,000 to escape a 
year later to join FRETILIN in the mountains. 
On the rare occasions when the press has deigned to 
refer to this "indiscriminate killing on a scale unprece-
dented in post-World War II history," it has followed 
the U.S. government in pretending that the killings took 
place largely during the civil war. On February 15, 1976, 
the New York Times devoted all of 150 words to a 
report that "about 60,000 people have been killed since 
the outbreak of civil war in Portuguese Timor last 
August, according to the deputy chairman of the terri-
tory's provisional government" - that is, the govern-
ment installed by the Indonesian army. The Times 
report went on to say that FRETILIN had been fighting 
"forces favoring union with Indonesia." Recall that in 
the civil war, perhaps 2,000 to 3,000 were killed, a fact 
that was not reported in the Times. Thus, the remainder 
of the estimated 60,000 were victims of the U .S.-backed 
Indonesian invasion. As for the forces "favoring union 
with Indonesia," these had been defeated in September 
and played no significant part in the subsequent fight-
ing. These forces did not, in fact, favor such union for 
the most part, certainly not prior to their def eat in 
September 1975 and probably not thereafter, if we 
discount the effects of Indonesian coercion. 
James Dunn presented evidence of Indonesian atro-
cities in Congressional hearings in March 1977, based 
on his interviews with Timorese refugees in Portugal. 
His testimony was reported, but the story quickly died. 
The U.S. press, which is · assiduous in seeking out 
refugee reports alleging atrocities in countries that have 
escaped U.S. domination, has yet to interview these 
refugees; nor have they appeared before Congress, 
though Dunn reported that the refugees were eager to 
testify. 
[The pro-Indonesian bias appeared in a] September 
27, 1978 Reuters dispatch from Dili. The reporter 
discusses "the bitter civil war that preceded the merging 
of East Timor into Indonesia:'' ''After the Portuguese 
colonial rulers departed in December 197 5, pro-
Indonesian forces, later aided by regular Indonesian 
troops, defeated left-wing FRETILIN independence 
guerrillas in an eight-month civil war.'' Note that this 
report is false in every crucial particular, though it 
accords very well with the needs of Indonesian and U.S. 
propaganda. The Portuguese left just before the end of 
the civil war in September 1975, and the merging of East 
Timor into Indonesia, not recognized in most of the 
world, came ten months later, not after a "civil war" 
but after an Indonesian invasion that even the State 
Department concedes had conquered only a third of the 
population nine months. . . after 15 months of bitter 
warfare. 
We have here two paired examples of comparable 
allegations concerning major violations of human 
rights. For westerners concerned with human rights, the 
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case of East Timor is, obviously, of vastly greater 
significance. Whatever the situation may be in Cam-
bodia, it is beyond the reach of Western human rights 
activists. But the case of East Timor is radically differ-
ent. Even a show of displeasure by.the great power that 
provided 90 percent of the arms for the Indonesian 
invasion and that continues to provide Indonesia with 
material and diplomatic support would be likely to have 
significant effects. And the same is true of the other 
powers that are working to bury the issue as quickly and 
completely as possible as they seek to join in the 
bloodshed by supplying arms themselves. For Western-
ers who speak of human rights out of genuine moral 
concern, then, it is quite obvious that the case of East 
Timor should be the focus of far greater attention than 
alleged atrocities in Cambodia. 
FIRST HAND REPORTS 
[Few reports by Western journalists counter Indo-
nesian propaganda.] One UPI dispatch from Singapore, 
however, reports that "30,000 Indonesian troops are 
still roaming East Timor slaying men, women and 
children." The report is based on the account of a 
French photo-journalist Denis Reichle of Paris Match, 
who was deported from Timor after a six-year visit to a 
mountain retreat of FRETILIN in East Timor. He gives 
"a safe estimate" of 70,000-75,000 East Timorese killed 
by the Indonesians in 18 months of combat. The Indo-
nesians, he reports, do not seek combat with FRETILIN 
forces but "were 'systematically wiping out' the popula-
tions of villages known or suspected to be FRETILIN 
supporters and destroying FRETILIN supply lines and 
sources." He said, "Catholic missionaries, led by the 
Bishop of Atambua [in Indonesia Timor], were the only 
voices in Timor trying to stop the 'systematic killing-off 
of East Timorese.' " The Bishop, he said, "had been 
trying to get an interview with Indonesia's President 
Suharto for two and a half months, but his requests had 
so far been ignored," and he reported that a "German 
priest had been driven insane by the constant killings in 
his area.'' This eye-witness report by a Western journal-
ist did not reach the U.S. media. 
PRESS ADHERES TO STATE DEPARTMENT LINE 
The press, once again, adheres strictly to the State 
Department version of events. New York Times reporter 
Henry Kamm reported that "the diminishing of supplies 
of the FRETILIN guerrillas appears to have caused 
them to lose much of their hold over the significant part 
of the population of about 600,000 whom they have 
forced to live in regions under their control." How does 
Kamm know that the population has been "forced to 
live" under FRETILIN "control"? How are the 
"scattered FRETILIN groups," who barely exist 
according to the Indonesian propaganda ministry and 
the New York Times, able to exert control over the 
population? These questions do not arise. It is a matter 
of doctrine, not fact, and that they are now fleeing to 
areas where they can be "protected" by the Indo-
nesians." It is hardly imaginable that the distinguished 
correspondent of the New York Times - who had 
just won the Pulitzer prize for his reporting of the 
suffering of refugees from Communism in Southeast 
Asia when this dispatch appeared - would report the 
observation by Denis Reichle after his visit to East 
Timor: FRETILIN forces "are simply East Timorese 
who would rather die fighting thali submit to what they 
consider to be Indonesian slavery." 
The Times Pulitzer prize-winning specialist on victims 
ofCommunism does not provide the source for his 
insight into the minds of the refugees fleeing from the 
regions where they have been "forced to live" by the 
"scattered Fretilin groups." Perhaps it was General Ali 
Murtopo, who explained that Indonesian military con-
trol was based on "anti-foreign feelings among Timor-
ese." Westerners have often been baffled by what they 
call the "xenophobia" of Asian peasants and tribesmen, 
a phenomenon not yet explained by modern anthro-
pology, which seems to arise among groups that are 
subjected to saturation bombing, forced population 
removal and other modes of "protection" designed by 
their foreign benefactors. 
HUMAN RIGHTS REPORT: 
NO MENTION OF TIMOR 
In the March 1977 Human Rights Report, covering 
the period of the Indonesia-launched attack, there is no 
mention whatsoever of Timor. The omission is rectified 
in the 1978 Report, which deals with allegations of 
genocide in Timor as follows: "Questions have been 
raised concerning atrocities by Indonesian troops in 
East Timor in 1975 and 1976 prior to the incorporation 
of East Timor into Indonesia. The Indonesian Govern-
ment withdrew .and disciplined offending units guilty of 
individual excesses, but most of the human losses in 
East Timor appear to have occurred prior to Indonesia's 
final jntervention." 
The final statement is a disgraceful falsehood. No less 
disgraceful is the refusal even to concede that questions 
have been raised concerning atrocities after July 1976, 
let alone to consider the substantial evidence supporting 
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the allegations that there have been massive atrocities 
and that the U.S. government is participating in them, 
and that with the complicity of the press, it is concerned 
to bury the issue quickly and as completely as possible. 
SIMILARITIES TO PRESS COVERAGE 
OF CAMBODIA 
I will conclude these remarks by offering a com-
parison which, I believe, gives some insight into the 
ways in which the mass media in the West "contribute 
effectively to promoting human rights," in the words of 
the UNESCO declaration. [Western press reports cite] 
another country - Cambodia - where major atrocities 
have been alleged in exactly the same time frame as East 
Timor. The harshest critics claim that perhaps 100,000 
people have been slaughtered since April 1975. Com-
paring East Timor with Cambodia, we see that the time 
frame of alleged atrocities is the same, the numbers 
allegedly slaughtered are roughly comparable in abso-
lute terms, and five to ten times as high in East Timor 
relative to population. I have reviewed both cases in 
considerable detail and my own conclusion is that the 
sources in the East Timor are more credible than those 
that have received massive international publicity in the 
case of Cambodia, though there are of course fewer 
sources in the case of East Timor, since the West prefers 
silence and apologetics. 
It is instructive, therefore, to compare the Western 
reaction to these two cases of reported atrocities. In the 
case of Cambodia, stories of atrocities and repression 
have not only been eagerly seized upon by the Western 
media and offered massive international publicity, but 
also embellished by substantial fabrication. In the case 
of Timor, in dramatic contrast, the media have shown 
no interest in discovering or exposing what may have 
happened; quite the contrary. Apart from Australia, 
there has been near total silence. On the rare occasions 
when the press deals with Timor it generally presents as 
fact the latest handout of the Indonesian propaganda 
agencies or the State Department, or else reports the 
iniquity of the resistance, which is forcing people to live 
under its control. 
The difference in international reaction is revealing. 
Specifically, it reveals how empty and hypocritical is 
much of the "human rights" clamor in the West. It 
teaches us something about the meaning of the sudden 
concern for "human rights" that has moved to stage 
center just at the moment when the luster of classical 
colonialist and interventionist ideologies has dimmed. 
The nations of the world and honest journalists in 
free countries need not adhere to these practices and 
doctrines. They can demand that the International Red 
Cross, UN observers and independent journalists be 
admitted to East Timor, and that the flow of arms to 
Indonesia will be halted, so that the invaders will be 
forced to cease their savage attacks and the right of the 
people of the Territory to self-determination may finally 
be exercised. 
This article was edited from one prepared by Liberation News 
Service. Chomsky's complete statement is available for $1 from 
the Timor Information Project, 410 Steward Ave., Ithaca, NY 
J48SO. 
THE US ROLE IN IRAN 
CYNTHIA ARNSON 
In recent weeks thousands of Americans have jammed 
Iran's airports, alarmed at the anti-American tone of 
protest against the shah. Indeed, American business 
executives have been assassinated, busloads of Bell Heli-
copter employees bombed, corporate . headquarters 
burned,, the U.S. embassy attacked. While the focus for 
that hostility has been the thousands of US government 
and civil employees providing technical expertise to the 
Iranian government, the enmity has deeper roots. For 
besides the US declarations of support for the shah and 
the sales - over $18 billion since 1972 - of America's 
most advanced weaponry, few Iranians need be re-
minded that the United States has been involved for 
decades in arming the shah against his own people. 
In August 1953, the CIA, in its first crack at sub-
verting a nationalist government, aided in overthrowing 
prime minister Mohammed Mossadegh. The Iranian 
armed forces reinstalled the shah firmly in power, with 
the guidance of not only the CIA but also a special US 
military mission to the Iranian Army established in 
1941. The Army's equipment, boasted the head of the 
US mission several years later, was "all furnished 
through the military defense assistance program." 
US aid immediately after the coup skyrocketed, and 
included at least $1.7 million in "bonuses" for the 
Iranian Army and police. While military aid continued 
to be justified in Washington in terms of enhancing the 
shah's external defense capabilities, the shah himself 
had other designs. "Do you know that the head of the 
Iranian Army told one of our people?" demanded 
Hubert Humphrey in 1961. "He said the Army was in 
good shape thanks to US aid - it was now capable of 
coping with the civilian population." 
In the early 1940s, as the shah attempted to extend his 
authority over a diverse rural population, the United 
States turned its attention to the Imperial Iranian 
Gendarmerie (IIG), a "national guard" directly under 
the shah's control in times of emergency. In 1942, the 
United States sent a former commander of the New 
Jersey State Police, Norman Schwarzkopf, to establish 
GENMISH, the new US mission to the Gendarmerie, 
which, when disbanded in 1976, numbered 17 advisers. 
Through GENMISH the IIG's arsenal swelled; in 1961 
alone US equipment grants included 1602 quarter-ton 
trucks, 1040 jeeps and motor vehicles, 15 aircraft, 2000 
tear gas grenades and 29,960 weapons. 
The IIG's functions, including rural administration 
and judicial procedures, soon evolved to counter-
insurgency. As one retired Marine colonel pointed out, 
"GENMISH was involved with incipient insurgency, 
remote area conflict and control of minorities in isolated 
areas long before these subjects were popularized in the 
1960s." 
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Having put the shah back in control in 1953, more-
over, the CIA was not about to pull out of Iran. In 1957 
the CIA helped establish SA VAK, the shah's vicious 
secret police, whose founding officers, according to 
intelligence sources, received special training at the 
Marine Corps base in Quantico, Va., and later at CIA 
headquarters in Langley. During the 1960s the US 
trained 179 Iranian police officers, including the former 
head of SA V AK, at the International Police Academy 
in Washington, where course listings included urban 
insurgency and counterintelligence. 
Since the mid 1970s, private US firms have become 
the principal suppliers of equipment and techniques for 
"internal security." In recent years US companies have 
provided thousands of hand grenades, revolvers, gas 
masks, tear gas cannisters and bullets to Iran's Army 
and the IIG. And with martial law in effect throughout 
Iran, tanks and other items supplied the armed forces 
for "external defense" became part of the shah's 
arsenal for internal repression. 
The US role in the search for ways to end the shah's 
crisis continues to demonstrate some familiar patterns. 
On Nov. 6, the Carter Arninistration, allegedly com-
mitted to human rights, announced its approval of riot 
sticks, tear gas, helmets and shields to the Iranian 
Army. And over the summer, a secret Pentagon memo 
recommended that the US Army send special advisers to 
train the shah's troops in riot control. If one is to believe 
a New York Times report of Dec. 14, that proposal has 
already been implemented. 
But US involvement in Iran's ruthless repression 
extends beyond placing guns in the hands of Army 
troops. The shah had pandered to US notions of its own 
security and has been willing to wipe out sources of 
internal opposition for his own skin and for US 
interests. Should it be any wonder that a mild Senate 
admonition of 1976 stating that "anti-Americanism 
could become a serious problem in Iran" has been 
explosively borne out? 
This article is reprinted from the Boston Globe. Cynthia Arnson is 
a researcher with the Institute for Policy Studies' Militarism and 
Disarmament Project in Washington. The project has prepared an 
excellent compilation of "Background Information on the Crisis 
in Iran," which is available from JPS, 1901 Que St., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20009 for SO.SO. 
GRANTS 
PARTIDO LA RAZA UNIDA (760 North Maclay, San 
Fernando, CA 91340). 
The San Fernando chapter of El Partido La Raza Unida 
began in 1971 as part of MECHA, a Chicano student 
group at a college campus. They soon left the campus, 
and have worked for the past 8 years in San Fernando. 
Their work consists of two parts: organizing politically 
against the oppressive conditions of the Chicano people, 
and assisting Chicanos in gaining access to social ser-
vices. Resist's grant will help publish their community 
newspaper. 
OFICINA LEGAL DEL PUEBLO UNIDO (PO Box 
1493, San Juan, TX 78589). 
For many years the Oficina Legal has provided assistance 
to people caught up in the web of border and immigra-
tion politics in the Southwest. Recently they have filed 
two law suits against 23 individual Immigration and 
Naturalization Service (INS) agents for abuses against 
Chicanos in South Texas. The first suit was in response to 
a raid conducted by armed INS agents against a small 
manufacturing company, allegedly to arrest undocu-
mented workers thought to be there. The second suit 
stems from actions of INS agents that led to the death of 
a 35-year-old mother of nine. Both suits, of course, have 
the goal of not only correcting particular injustices, but 
to help stem the systematically repressive policies of the 
INS on the Texas border. Resist's grant is for general 
support. 
U.S. TRADE UNION COMMITTEE AGAINST RE-
PRESSION IN PUERTO RICO (PO Box 419, Village 
Station, NY 10014). 
The U.S. Trade Union Committee Against Repression in 
Puerto Rico (TUCAR) was formed on November 11, 
1977 when two leaders of the trade union movement in 
Puerto Rico spoke to a meeting of 400 people concern-
ing the killing of Juan Rafael Caballero, a Teamster 
delegate, and other aspects of repression against the 
labor movement in Puerto Rico. After the meeting, 
trade unionists present formed TUCAR to educate trade 
unionists in the U.S. about the situation facing the labor 
movement in Puerto Rico, to do support work, and to 
establish an ongoing dialogue with trade unionists in 
Puerto Rico. Since its founding, TUCAR has sponsored 
a tour by Puerto Rican trade union leaders, supported 
strikes by the electrical workers' and teamsters' unions, 
and have done a lot of educational work in the U.S. 
Resist's grant is for general support. 
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NICARAGUA SOLIDARITY COMMITTEE (PO Box 
1919, Boston, MA 02105). 
The Nicaragua Solidar-ity Committee was formed this 
fall in response to the uprising of the Nicaraguan people 
against the Somoza regime. Its goals are to educate 
people in the Boston area about the condition of the 
Nicaraguan people, the goals of their struggle, and the 
role of the U.S. in supporting the Somoza government. 
They also hope to raise material support for the 
struggle. Resist's grant will purchase a projector for 
their slide show on the roots of the Nicaraguan rebel-
lion. 
LITTLE FLAGS THEATRE (22 Sunset St., Roxbury, 
MA 02120). 
For several years, Little Flags Theatre has brought 
innovative, controversial and explicitly radical theater 
to audiences in Boston and throughout the country. 
Operating on a shoestring budget, the Little Flags 
company has been adapting the Brechtian tradition to 
the needs of our struggle. Their recent presentations 
include an adaptation of the novel Fanshen, a 
dramatization of the life of Mother Jones, and, most 
recently, "Mark/ x on Her Mind," the story of a 
waitress in a fast food chain and the fantasies and 
realities that mingle in her mind. The Little Flags 
Theatre has also presented benefits for many groups, 
and has conducted teaching programs in inner-city 
schools and settlement houses. Resist's grant is to help 
with emergency fund raising, made necessary when their 
"straight" funding was suddenly cut off for political 
reasons. 
MIDWEST COMMITTEE FOR MILITARY COUN-
SELING (317 Fisher Building, 343 South Dearborn St., 
Chicago, IL 60604). 
The Midwest Committee provides counseling and sup-
port for people in conflict with militarism, both enlistees 
and those considering military service. They also assist 
vets to upgrade bad discharges. Resist's grant wa~ to 
help the Committee organize a weekend conference for 
counselors in the midwest region. Sessions were devoted 
to education, tactics, and the techniques of counseling. 
An important aspect of the conference was to reach 
people who work with high school students, the age 
group targeted by the military's recruitment propa-
ganda. 
